10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

BEFORE THE

I LLI NOI S COMVERCE COMM SSI ON

[1linois Conmmerce Conmm SSion
On its own nmotion

- VS_
360net wor ks (USA) Inc., Accutel
of Texas, Inc. D/ib/a

1-800-4- A- PHONE, Advanced Tel Com
Inc. D/b/a Advanced Tel com Group
d/ b/a ATG f/k/a Advanced Tel com
Group, Inc., ALLTEL

Conmuni cations, Inc., Association
Management Resources, Inc., Birch
Tel ecom of the Great Lakes, Inc.,
BT Conmmuni cations Sales LLC f/k/a
Concert Conmmuni cati ons Sales LLC,
Cl2, Inc., City of Princeton,
Cogent Conmmuni cati ons of
[I'linois, Inc. F/k/ia Allied Riser
of Illinois, Inc., Comlech
Solutions, LLC d/b/a Integrated
Connections f/k/a Comlech

Sol utions, LLC, Covad

Communi cati ons Conmpany, Covi st a,
Inc. F/k/a Total Tel, Inc.,
Cypress Tel ecommuni cati ons

Cor poration d/b/a Cytel,

dPi - Tel econnect, LLC, Easy Call,

I nc., Egyptian Conmmunication
Services, Inc., ElPaso G obal

Net wor ks Company, El Paso

Net wor ks, LLC, Electric

Li ght wave, Inc., Epana NetworKks,
Il nc., EZ RECONNECT, LLC,
Fai r Poi nt Comuni cati ons

Sol utions Corp., Flat Rock
Comuni cations, Inc., Gridley
Comuni cations, Inc., Henry
County Communi cati ons Services,

I nc., Home Tel eNetworks, Inc.,

~— e N N Y N N A N e N U N N N e N N N N N L N e N e e N L N e e

DOCKET NO.
05-0201
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1 1ini Telecommunications, |Inc.,
I[I1inois IntraNetwork, Inc.,

I nt egrat ed Conmmuni cati ons

Consul tants, Inc., Lightspeed

Tel ecom LLC, Local Fiber, LLC,
Loop Telecom LP, Madi son Network
Systems, Inc., Metropolitan

Tel econmuni cations of I[llinois

d/b/a MetTel, Moultrie | nfoComm
I nc., MICO Conrmunications, Inc.,
Neon Tel ephone, Inc., NetworKklP,

LLC, Norlight Tel ecommunications,
Inc., f/k/a NorLight, Inc.,
Novacon LLC, NTERA, Inc., OnFiber
Carrier Services, Inc., Pacific
Centrex Services, Inc.,

Personal Office, Inc., Premere

Net wor k Services, Inc., Prino
Communi cations, Inc., Prinus

Tel econmuni cations, Inc.,

Qui ck-Tel Communications, Inc.,
RGT Utilities of California, Inc.,
Ri ppl e Communi cations, Inc., SBA
Br oadband Services, Inc.,
ShawneelLi nk Corporation, SOS

Tel ecom I nc., Supra

Tel econmuni cati ons and I nformation
Systems, Inc., Telecourier

Communi cati ons Cor poration,

Tel Net-1L, LLC, Universal Access,
Inc., US Signal Conpany, LLC d/b/a
RVP Fi ber Company, US Tel ePacific
Corp. D/ b/a TelePacific
Communi cati ons, Wabash | ndependent
Net wor ks, Inc.

Removal of carriers fromlist of
t el ecommuni cations carriers for
failure to file tariffs for the
provi sion of |ocal exchange
t el econmuni cati on services.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N T N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
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Wednesday, April 27, 2005
Springfield, Illinois
Met, pursuant to notice, at 9:30 a.m
BEFORE:
MR. M CHAEL WALLACE, ALJ

APPEARANCES:

MS. ELI ZABETH SHARP

330 South Wells Street
Suite 706

Chi cago, Illinois 60606

(Appearing on behalf of Loop
Tel ecom LP by phone.)

MR. HENRY KELLY

KELLY, DRY & WARREN

333 W Wacker Drive
Chicago, Illinois 60606

(Appearing on behalf of Covad
Communi cati on and OnFi ber by
Phone.)

MR. NELSON LOPEZ
251 N. M | waukee Avenue
Buffalo Grove, Illinois 60089

(Appearing on behalf of Personal
Office, Inc. By phone.)

MS. DI ANA BEDOYA

MR. FERNANDO BEDOYA

4212 W Lawrence Ave.
Chicago, Illinois 60630

(Appearing on behalf of Easy Call,

I nc. By phone.)
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APPEARANCES: ( CONT' D.)

MR. KEMAL HAWA

Chadbourne & Park

1200 New Hanmpshire Ave., N W
Washi ngton, D.C. 20036

(Appearing on behalf of US Signal
d/ b/a RVP Fi ber Company.)

MR. DENNI S K. MUNCY
306 W Church Street
Chanpaign, Illinois 61820

(Appearing on behalf of Egyptian
Communi cati on Services, Inc.,
Fai r Poi nt Conmmuni cati ons Sol utions
Corp., Flat Rock Communi cati ons,
Inc., Gridley Communications,

I nc., Henry County Communi cations
Services, Inc., Moultrie InfoComm
I nc., Shawneeli nk Corporation,
Wabash | ndependent Networks, Inc.,
Comrlrech Sol utions, LLC, and

| nt egrated Solutions, LLC.)

MR. KEVI N SAVI LLE
2378 W Il shire Bl vd.
Mound, M nnesota 55364

(Appearing on behalf of Electric
Li ght wave, Inc.)

MR. TROY FODOR

MR. E.. M Fulton, JR.

913 S. Sixth Street
Springfield, Illinois 62703

(Appearing on behalf of Home

Tel eNet wor ks, Inc., MICO

Comuni cations, Inc. , Lightspeed
Tel ecom LLC, and City of
Princeton.)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

APPEARANCES:

( CONT' D.)

MR. CONRAD RUBI NKOWSKI
527 E. Capitol Ave.

Springfield,

Illinois 62701

(Appearing on behalf of staff of
the Illinois Comrerce
Comm ssion.)

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG CO., by

Laurel A. Patkes,
CSR #084-001340

Reporter
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W TNESS

None.

None.

| NDEX
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EXHI BI TS
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PROCEEDI NGS
JUDGE WALLACE: Pursuant to the direction of
the Illinois Commerce Comm ssion, | now call Docket
05-0201. This is the matter of the Illinois Comrerce
Comm ssion, on its own notion, versus 360networKks
(USA), et al.

This is a citation to renove carriers
fromthe list of telecommunications carriers for
failure to file tariffs for the provision of |ocal
exchange tel ecomuni cations services.

May | have the appearances for the
record, please? And we will start with those in
Chi cago.

MS. SHARP: El i zabet h Sharp on behalf of Loop
Tel ecom LP

JUDGE WALLACE: ' m sorry, Ms. Sharp. You're
appearing on behal f of who?

MS. SHARP: Loop Telecom LP, L-o0-0-p, like the
Chi cago | oop, Your Honor.

MR. KELLY: Henry Kelly with Kelly, Dry &

Warren, appearing on behalf of Covad Communi cations

and OnFi ber.
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MR. LOPEZ: Nelson Lopez on behalf of Personal
Office, Inc.

MS. BEDOYA: Di ana Bedoya (B-e-d-o0-y-a) on
behal f of Easy Call, Inc. And Fernando Bedoya on
behal f of Easy Call, Inc.

MR. HAWA: Kemal Hawa from Chadbourne & Park on
behal f of US Signal d/b/a RVP Fiber Company.

JUDGE WALLACE: Ms. Sharp, would you give your
address, please?

MS. SHARP: Certainly. 330 South Wells Street,
Suite 706, Chicago, 60606.

JUDGE WALLACE: And M. Kelly?

MR. KELLY: My address is 333 West Wacker
Drive, Chicago, Illinois 60606.

JUDGE WALLACE: M. Lopez?

MR. LOPEZ: The address is 251 North M | waukee
Avenue, Buffalo Grove, Illinois 60089.

JUDGE WALLACE: And Ms. Bedoya?

MS. BEDOYA: 4212 West Lawrence Avenue,

Chi cago, 60630.

JUDGE WALLACE: And M. Hawa?

MR. HAWA: Chadbourne & Park, 1200 New



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Hampshire Avenue, N. W, Washington, D.C. 20036.

JUDGE WALLACE: Now we'll do the appearances in
Springfield.

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI: Conrad S. Rubinkowski, staff
of the Illinois Commerce Comm ssion, 527 East Capitol
Avenue, Springfield, Illinois 62701.

MR. MUNCY: Dennis K. Muncy, 306 West Church
Street, Chanmpaign, Illinois 61820.

Your Honor, |'m entering appearances
and filed entries of appearance previously for the
followi ng conpani es: Egypti an Conmmuni cati on
Services, Inc., FairPoint Communications Solutions
Corp., Flat Rock Communications, Inc., Gridley
Communi cations, Inc., Henry County Communications
Services, Inc., Moultrie InfoComm Inc., ShawneelLi nk
Cor porati on, Wabash I ndependent Networks, Inc.,
Conmlech Solutions, LLC, and Integrated Sol utions,
LLC.

MR. SAVILLE: Your Honor, Kevin Saville on
behal f of Electric Lightwave, Inc. My address is

2378 W Il shire Boul evard, Mound, M nnesota 55364.

MR. FODOR: Troy Fodor and E. M Fulton, Jr.
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Our business address is 913 South Sixth Street,

Springfield, Illinois. The zip code is 62703. W
are appearing on behalf of Home Tel eNet works, Inc.
Our second client in this matter, Your Honor, is MICO

communi cations, Inc. Third is Lightspeed Tel ecom
LLC, and fourth is the City of Princeton.

JUDGE WALLACE: All right. Are there any other
appearances?

Let the record reflect there
are no other appearances at today's hearing.

We engaged in an off-the-record
di scussi on concerning this. I will note that these
are slightly different citations than what both the
Comm ssion and the parties are probably used to.

The citation basically or the order
directs the listed companies to appear here today to
basically show the Comm ssion why the certificates of
service authority should not be rescinded.

I have motions to dismss filed by
Mr. Fodor and M. Fulton on behalf of the City of

Pri nceton and MICO Communi cati ons.

Do any of the other parties on the
10
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phone wish to file any responsive pleadings, either
motions to dism ss or a response to the order?

MR. KELLY: Your Honor, this is Hank Kelly on
behal f of Covad Communi cati ons and OnFi ber.

Our two clients would |ike an
opportunity to respond to the citation.

We know that we're already a nmonth
into the process but if possible, we would like a
week or so to be able to file a witten response.

JUDGE WALLACE: All right.
MS. SHARP: Your Honor, Elizabeth Sharp on
behal f of Loop Tel ecom

I would like to have an opportunity to
file a witten response.

Il will tell you I"'mleaving this
afternoon and |I'm going to be gone for a week, so |I'm
going to need more than just a week to respond, and |
woul d ask for two and a half weeks to be able to
conplete nmy investigation of matters and file a
written response.

MR. LOPEZ: Your Honor, Nelson Lopez on behalf

of Personal Office, I|nc.
11
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I"d like to get a chance to do a
response al so.

We did have our tariff ready, and we
are ready to file it at any monent, so we would |ike
to the opportunity to do that.

MR. HAWA: Judge Wal |l ace, this is Kemal Hawa
from Chadbour ne.

I would |ike the opportunity to make
an oral motion to dism ss and then determ ne whet her
or not any further pleadings are necessary.

| think an oral nmotion to dism ss
woul d be appropriate because our client has acted in
accordance with the law at all points, and it would
save us |l egal resources to not have to file a witten
response if you're favorably persuaded.

Should | proceed with a brief argument
now? | can keep it very brief.

JUDGE WALLACE: Just a m nute.
Well, first of all, M. Rubinkowski?
MR. RUBI NKOWSKI: Staff would, of course, I|ike

to respond to any oral argument this morning but also

reserve the right to file a witten response to any
12
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oral argunent.

JUDGE WALLACE: Okay. Let's go on around to
see if others want to file anything, M. Hawa.

MR. HAWA: Okay.

MS. BEDOYA: Your Honor, this is Diana Bedoya
on behalf of Easy Call, Inc.

We al so have our tariffs ready, and |

al so have an argunent that | would like to give right
now.

JUDGE WALLACE: All right. I s anyone else in
Chi cago?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: That's it.

JUDGE WALLACE: Springfield?

MR. FODOR: Your Honor, as you know, we filed
two notions to dism ss yesterday evening after 5.

Our two other clients would |ike the
brief period that the other parties have nmentioned to
either move to dism ss or file some response in the
interest of clarity making sure that any order
entered doesn't renove other certificates that they

have authority on.

JUDGE WALLACE: And t hat would be for
13
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Li ght speed and Hone Tel eNet wor ks?

MR. FODOR: Yes.

JUDGE WALLACE: Al'l right.

M. Saville, we had discussed that
your company has sonething else on file. You would
li ke that to go forward, so | suppose that we could
wait on Electric Lightwave to see what happens in
your other docket, 05-0190. Is that the right
number ?

MR. SAVILLE: Yes, that's correct, Your Honor.

JUDGE WALLACE: Okay.

MR. SAVI LLE: I mean, | would be prepared to
make an oral motion now to be dism ssed fromthis
proceedi ng pending that other proceeding or | could
file a witten notion, whichever would be your
preference, Your Honor.

JUDGE WALLACE: Okay.

And Mr. Muncy?

MR. MUNCY: Your Honor, | would Iike to have
the opportunity for the clients that | have entered

an appearance for to first review with them some of

the notions that are being filed by other parties,

14
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but | would also, and consistent with nmy earlier

di scussion, |like the opportunity to at least file
sone brief response in regard to the nultiple
certificate issue which we discussed off the record
just to make certain that there is not any

i nadvertent errors in cancelling interexchange

aut hority which has been exercised by the conmpanies
as a part of this proceeding.

JUDGE WALLACE: All right then

Okay. At this point, M. Hawa, if you

want to go ahead with just a brief -- if it's going
to be a brief motion, 1'll take it. If it'"s going
be long, I'd just as soon as have it in writing.

MR. HAWA: "1l keep it brief then.

JUDGE WALLACE: All right.
MR. HAWA: Thank you, Judge Wall ace.
US Signal has at all times acted in
accordance with the | aw.
There are two operative provisions,
Section 13.401(a) and 13.501.

13.401(a) states that the authority

that is given to a carrier must be exercised within

to

15
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two years of its issuance. Ot herwise it's null and
voi d.

US Signal has, in fact, exercised its
authority in many ways. The authority converted to
public utility status and thus the power of em nent
domai n.

US Signal is in the business of
buil ding a data transport network and does not
provi de regul ated tel ecommuni cations services over
t hat network, but to construct, to dig up the streets
and deploy a network, you need the power of em nent
domai n; you need to obtain franchises; you need to
interconnect with other incumbent carriers.

Wt hout a certificate, you couldn't
interconnect either. You need access to poles,
ducts, conduits, and rights-of-way which are only
attai nable through the exercise of your authority.

To keep it brief, in short, 13.401(a)
does not say within two years of the issuance of your
certificate the certificate holder must provide the

services that are specified in the certificate but

rat her only exercise the certificate.
16
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If the Illinois |egislature had meant
to say that you had to provide the services that are
authorized in the certificate, it would have said so.

As for Section 13.501, it says no
tel ecomuni cations carrier shall offer or provide
tel ecommuni cati ons services until a tariff is filed.

US Signal has not filed a tariff, and
it also has not yet provided any tel ecommunication
services, so it's in accordance with that provision

If US Signal was to expand its service
offerings fromdata transport, which are unregul at ed,
to regul ated tel ecommuni cation service offerings, it
will file a tariff prior to doing so.

For those reasons, | respectfully
request that this proceeding with respect to US
Signal be dism ssed.

JUDGE WALLACE: Al'l right.
M . Rubi nkowski ?
MR. RUBI NKOWSKI : Very briefly.
You don't need a certificate unless

you want to offer telecomunications services. The

essence of a telecommunications carrier in the State
17
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of Illinois is some entity that's going to be
providing tel ecomuni cati ons services.

You can't file or you can't provide
services without the filing of a tariff.

It's all well and good that you are in
t he business that you're in right now, but by your
own adm ssion, these are not telecomunication
services that are regulated by the State of Illinois.

The word exercise is the sanme word
t hat has been used in either the current act or the
predecessor act since at |east 1921.

If you're |l ooking at original intent,
exercise of an authority to provide telecommunication
services | think to the person | ooking at that |aw
woul d mean if you are going to exercise an authority
to provide telecommunicati on services, you're going
to be providing telecommnication services which by
| aw you cannot offer until you've got a tariff on
file.

Therefore, staff would oppose the

motion to dismss.

JUDGE WALLACE: Okay. Thank you
18
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MR. HAWA: Judge Wallace, may | briefly
respond?

JUDGE WALLACE: Very, very briefly.

MR. HAWA: It seenms to me the staff has
conceded ny point in saying that the statute does not
say and since 1921 it has not said that the
certificate holder has to provide the services
specified in the certificate within two years. It
says exercise, and the Illinois |egislature has said
that for nearly a hundred years now, and it could
have changed it at any point.

Again, to provide the services that US
Signal provides, the construction of a data
fiberoptic network, you could not do so without a
certificate to provide |ocal exchange services
because you need the power of em nent domain, you
need access, rights-of-way, poles, ducts, conduits,
and to interconnect with other carriers which are
t hi ngs you cannot do absent the certificate that US
Si gnal hol ds.

But, again, | think also staff has

conceded that US Signal is not in violation of
19
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Section 13.501 of the act because, again, if US
Signal is providing the services it says it is, then
it would have no need to have filed a tariff by now
because the statute says you file a tariff prior to
provi di ng regul ated tel ecomuni cati on services.
JUDGE WALLACE: Okay. Thank you
Goi ng on, Ms. Bedoya, you wanted to
make an oral statement?
MS. BEDOYA: Yes, Your Honor.
| was under the same | guess
m sunder st andi ng as well.
JUDGE WALLACE: All right. Ms. Bedoya, can you
nmove to closer to the speaker, please?
MS. BEDOYA: Sure. |s that better?
JUDGE WALLACE: Yes.
MS. BEDOYA: Okay. | guess | was under the
same m sunderstandi ng as well.
Easy Call, Inc. Is a reseller of SBC.
What we're doing is that we're going through SBC just
for the local service, and that's the only thing that
we're providing.

The SBC only gives us the dial tone
20
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itself, but then we're switching it over to another
reseller. That too is why we haven't filed a tariff
because Easy Call, Inc. Itself is not the one
providing the service. W're going through a
different reseller.

And again, | was under the inmpression
that the tariff is only filed if we're the ones
providing the service.

JUDGE WALLACE: Al'l right.

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI : I think the definition of
tel ecommuni cation services is pretty broad in this
state, and | think it's broad enough to include what
you' re doi ng.

Again, if you aren't doing sonmething
you thought required a certificate or if you don't
have to file tariffs, why did you need the
certificate? That's kind of what it boils down to.

MS. BEDOYA: Well, | can respond to that
easily.

About three years ago in the State of

Il1inois when we were trying to go through SBC to

become a reseller or to actually be a reseller of

21
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SBC, we needed to have a certificate. Actually, this
was five years ago.

About two or three years ago, the
change cane into effect where ELECs |ike ourself
weren't able to have a ot of the services that other
| LECs were able to have, so in order for us to resel
t hrough anot her conmpany, we need the certificate in
order to resell through another conpany, but again,
the tariffs weren't filed because we weren't
providing the service itself.

So | guess maybe it's a
m scommuni cati on on behalf of SBC' s part, but, you
know, we were under the inmpression --

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI: Well, 1'"m not going to
bel i eve that SBC woul d ever give out anything that
isn't absolutely gospel.

MS. BEDOYA: Oh, no, no. That | understand,
but | nmean, that's the information that we received.
That's why we needed the certificate, in order to
resell through them or through another company.

JUDGE WALLACE: All right. Thank you,

Ms. Bedoya.
22
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And Mr. Lopez, did you wish to make a
statement ?

MR. LOPEZ: No. | just wanted to file a motion
to dism ss or respond to, give me about a week to
respond, but we do have our tariff.

We did send the tariffs into the
[1linois Commerce Comm ssion before we received a
notice, and we do have notice -- it got crossed in
the mail but we sent the tariff.

After we sent the tariff, we got the
notification of this hearing.

So we do have proof that we did send
in the tariff before we got notification of this
heari ng.

JUDGE WALLACE: Okay. All right.

And M. Saville, you can go ahead and
make an oral motion if you want.

MR. SAVILLE: Thank you, Your Honor.

El ectric Lightwave I nc. Would just
move that it be dism ssed fromthis proceedi ng, Your

Honor .

El ectric Lightwave, Inc. Has
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previously been granted two certificates, one as a
facility-based provider, one as a reseller.

We filed an application to withdraw
those certificates with the Conm ssion on
March 21st.

|'ve a stamped acknow edgement from
the clerk's office dated the 22nd of March which
precedes the date of this Comm ssion's order in this
docket by one day.

In that application that was filed,
we'd ask that our two certificates be w thdrawn and
that a new certificate be issued for resale to the
entity that was formerly known as Electric Lightwave,
Inc. And which has now been converted to an LLC,

El ectric Lightwave, LLC.

So we'd move that we be dism ssed from
this docket, Your Honor, and be allowed to proceed in
the other docket which is Docket 05-0190.

JUDGE WALLACE: Al'l right.
MR. HAWA: Judge Wall ace, it's Kemal Hawa. |If

| could add just two nore points, and | prom se to

keep it very brief and then I'Il be done.
24
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JUDGE WALLACE: All right. Go ahead.

MR. HAWA: First, it's a venerable principle of
statutory construction that ambiguity in the statute
be resolved in favor of the party against whomthe
adm ni strative agency seeks to enforce it.

| think, based on not only ny argument
but the staff has also conceded, that the statute is
ambi guous. It says exercise, and it doesn't say
exercise the specific authority that's been
aut hori zed.

The second point that | wanted to
make. . .

Unfortunately, it's slipping my m nd
so | may have to |let that one go.

Thank you.

JUDGE WALLACE: Okay.

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI : Can | respond?

JUDGE WALLACE: Go ahead.

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI : Just getting back to the...

I just think a written motion is really necessary

here.

The statenment by counsel would seemto
25
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i ndi cate t hat

forever without any type of offering of

t el ecommuni cati on servi ces.

I think the

for em nent domain is not

these certificates could just go on

argument that they need it

wel | -t aken.

Sure, they may need it for em nent

domai n. They need em nent

Wi

lling to grant themthe

feel are necessary.

domain if a party is not

easenment rights

t hat they

This is a matter of arm s | ength

bar gai ning, and they're tr

oonph on their side of the bargaining it

| just, agai

oppose the oral motion to

approved the interconnection agreement

you want

i's

JUDGE WALLACE: Okay.

MR. HAWA: Judge \Wall

JUDGE WALLACE: ' ve

think that we are getting into the point

All right.

I"m going to allow Ms.

to make something in writing,

ying to get a I|i

n, on behal f of

di sm ss.

ttle nore

seens.

st aff,

ace, the Comm ssion has

had enough oral

t hat - -

argument .

where if

that's fine.

What |'m going to do now

Sharp's request.

You have
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two and a half weeks to file something with the
Comm ssion, a response, nmotion to dism ss, whatever
you want to entitle it.
Then M. Rubi nkowski on behal f of
staff can have time to respond to those.
I'"m going to set this over to June
15th for a further status hearing.
MS. BEDOYA: Your Honor, does that include the
sending of the tariff if we already have them ready?
JUDGE WALLACE: No.
MS. BEDOYA: Does that include the two and a
hal f week period?
JUDGE WALLACE: Ma'am the Comm ssion has
prohi bited carriers from sending in tariffs at this
time, so you're not supposed to send in any tariffs
until the Comm ssion acts further in this matter.
MS. BEDOYA: OCkay.
JUDGE WALLACE: Now, at this point I'"m going to
bore everyone.
I would note for the record that the

followi ng carriers have not appeared in today's

heari ng.
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MR. KELLY: Your Honor, before you do that, can
I make a statement on behalf of Birch Communications?

JUDGE WALLACE: Who is this?

MR. KELLY: This is Hank Kelly. ' m sorry.

| spoke with representatives of Birch
Communi cations yesterday. They were certified some
ti me ago. They are not currently providing services
in Illinois and have never provided services in
Il'linois. They are confortable with the Comm ssion's
conclusion that their certificate be declared nul
and void and pursuant to the statute, but they didn't
want the Conmm ssion to get the m sinpression that
they were totally blowi ng off this proceeding.
| didn't file a formal appearance on

their behalf because | wasn't authorized to do so.
However, they did wish that | convey that message.

JUDGE WALLACE: And, you know, we won't hold it
agai nst them

MR. KELLY: Thank you.

JUDGE WALLACE: Thank you

As | was saying, the follow ng

carriers have not appeared in today's hearing:
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360net wor ks (USA)

I nc.

, AccuTel

of Texas Inc. Doing

busi ness as 1-800-4- A- PHONE, Advanced Tel Com I nc.

Doi ng busi ness as Advanced Tel com Group doi ng

busi ness as ATG formerly known as Advanced Tel com

Group, Inc., ALLTEL Communi cations, Inc., Associati

Management Resources,

Great Lakes, |Inc.
Communi cati ons Sales LLC, ClI 2,

Communi cati ons of

noting M.

| nc.,

Il11inois,

Birch Tel ecom of the

I nc.,

I nc.

Kelly's statement, BT

, Cogent

Cypress

Tel ecommuni cati ons Corporation d/ b/a Cytel,

dPi - Tel econnect,

LLC, EI

Company, ElI Paso Networks,

EZ RECONNECT, LLC,

LLC, Epana Networks, Inc.

Paso Gl obal Networks

Illi Com Tel ecommuni cati ons, | nc.

Illinois IntraNetwork, |nc.

Now,

Did you enter an appearance,

this

I nt egrated Communi cati ons?

MR. MUNCY:

i s where

got confused.

M. Muncy, on behalf o

entered an appearance for

I nt egrated Sol utions,

JUDGE WALLACE

LLC.

Okay.

Communi cati ons Consul tants,

Communi cati ons,

| nc.

Local

So Integrated

I nc.,

Fi ber

Kayl a

LLC, Madi son

on

f
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Net wor k Systems, Inc., Metropolitan
Tel ecommuni cations of Illinois d/b/a MetTel, Neon
Tel ephone, Inc., NetworklP, LLC, Norlight
Tel ecommuni cati ons, Inc., Novacon LLC, NTERA, Inc.,
Pacific Centrex Services, Inc., Prem ere Network
Services, Inc., Prim Communications, Inc., Primus
Tel ecommuni cations, Inc., Quick-Tel Conmunications,
Inc., RGT Utilities of California, Inc., Ripple
Communi cati ons, Inc., SBA Broadband Services, Inc.,
SOS Telecom 1Inc., Supra Tel ecommunications and
I nformation Systems, Inc., Telecourier Communications
Corporation, TelNet-IL, LLC, Universal Access, Inc.,
US Tel ePaci fic Corp. Doing business as TelePacific
Communi cations, and that's it.

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI : Excuse me, Judge. | believe,

I don't think you named Covista, Inc. Formerly known

as Total Tel, Inc.
JUDGE WALLACE: You're right. | skipped over
them  Covista, Inc. Formerly known as Total Tel, Inc.
And, M. Muncy, |'m sorry, you did

enter an appearance on Comlech Sol utions, LLC?

MR. MUNCY: Yes, sir.
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JUDGE WALLACE: Doi ng busi ness as | ntegrated
Connections?

MR. MUNCY: Yes, sir.

JUDGE WALLACE: Formerly known as Comrlech
Sol utions, LLC?

MR. MUNCY: Let me |ook at the |list again.

JUDGE WALLACE: MWhile you're |ooking, | will
note for the record that the chief clerk and
M. Rubi nkowski received a conmmunication from Cogent
Communi cations of Illinois, Inc. Saying that they
were surrendering their certificate.

MR. MUNCY: The answer is yes.

JUDGE WALLACE: Okay.

The list of carriers | just read --
and thank you for bearing with me -- did not appear
at today's hearing and their certificate will be
rescinded.

Now, |'ve already set a schedul e.
We'll come back June 15th at 10 o' cl ock.

| f people want to appear by tel ephone,

that is fine except sonmeone needs to set up a bridge

t hat ot hers can use.
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I f anyone wants to do that, e-mail me
and | et me know ahead of tinme.

So in the meantime, everyone has two
and a half weeks to file a response and/or motion to
dism ss to the citation order.

MS. SHARP: M. Wallace, that would be
May 13th, is that correct?

JUDGE WALLACE: | have no calendar. 1'IIl take
your word for it, May 13th.

M. Rubi nkowski has to get back wth

staff on some of these things so we'll |eave it up
to -- | don't know how much time you'll want to
respond.

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI : | don't know how many |[|"']|

have to deal with yet.

JUDGE WALLACE: Ri ght . So we'll hold that tinme
frame up but we will have a status on
June 15t h.

Does anyone el se have anything they
want to bring up at today's hearing?

Al'l right. Heari ng none, we are

adj ourned until June 15th at 10 a.m
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Thank you very much.

(Wher eupon the hearing was

conti nued to June 15,

2005. )
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